Girl_undone Interview With Kaitlyn Tiffany for the 
Atlantic 


Correspondence 1 


1. How many users does Ovarit have currently 


Ovarit currently has 2,399 users. 


2. Do you know when the invite-only system will end? 

We won't get rid of the invite code requirement for new users until we finish developing the 
features on our “beta” list. We want to give moderators more tools to handle more traffic and give 
users more features to control how they're interacted with. 


3. Does Ovarit require any funding? If so, how is it being raised? 


Right now I'm covering the costs until we set things up to start taking donations. 


4. How much time do you spend on the site per day or week right now? 


I'm guessing | spend about 25 hours on the site each week. 


5. What have been some of your favorite conversations / discussions so far? 


We make a couple introduction threads stick to the tops of some of the communities we moderate, 
and I'm quite fond of the "How did you become a feminist" thread and the Peak Trans thread. | like 
hearing women's stories. Recently someone started a movie night, and we watched A Portrait of a 
Lady on Fire while chatting together, and that was a great movie and also a great time. 


6. Have you had any trouble with people outside the community finding out about it? 
We've had some anti-feminists sign up to the site to try to troll us, but | think we got more 
amusement out of it than they did. The level of outsider antagonism that we're dealing with now is 
just tiny compared to when we were on Reddit. 

7. Do you personally still use Reddit at all? 

Some people are still communicating with me on Reddit, but | only check that site infrequently. | 
still have a subreddit open that the admins haven't banned, and | think I'll probably leave it there 
until they do, so | check that a bit. At least they helped me break my 13 year reddit habit! 

8. Are there different moderation rules on Ovarit than there were on Reddit? 


We require that moderators are women, and that communities are women-centered. We don't 
allow any pornography. We don't allow misogyny, or the promotion of misogynistic acts. 





Correspondence 2 


In our first call you mentioned: “[Reddit] told us to follow rules that they didn’t really 
document in their documentation that some subreddits didn’t have to follow and we 
followed those rules” — do you have any documentation of that / can you give an example? 


Years ago, Reddit started making controversial subreddits follow rules on doxing that weren't 
included in the site rules and which many subreddits didn't have to follow. On these subs you 
weren't allowed to link to twitter or similar social media sites, and screenshots from twitter had to 
have handles blacked out unless they had a blue checkmark. Some subreddits were certainly 
allowed to link to unverified Twitter posts and post unredacted screenshots, and explaining the rule 
to people was an added burden and people would start fights with us over the fact that it wasn't 
actually documented in the Reddit rules. They had to take our word that the admins required it from 
us, and some of them did not, and since the rule required people to post people's words without 
attribution it was controversial. It wasn't an entirely unreasonable rule for preventing harassment, 
but the fact that it wasn't documented in the site rules and the fact that most subreddits didn't have 
to follow it made it complicated for users and mods. 


Reddit admins seemed to take this rule very far with r/GenderCritical, and they removed news 
articles from our page which had Twitter screenshots in them (they didn’t tell us why, but that’s the 
only reason we could suspect). Additionally, a woman was banned from Reddit for "doxing" herself 
on our subreddit by linking to a page with her own name, so then we didn't allow users to link to 
their own pages. 


Can you tell me what kind of documentation might actually be useful? | used to take so many 
screenshots but most didn’t have full-page context. | have a screenshot of the admins explaining 
the criteria for how to tell if someone is a public figure, but it has nothing to do with how they came 
down on us for any Twitter link and didn’t care if someone met their criteria for being a public 
figure. 


| know we talked about this a little bit already, but how do you respond to Reddit banning r/ 
GenderCritical for hate speech? 


We didn't allow hate speech on r/GenderCritical, and the Reddit admins have refused to explain 
what the supposed hate speech was. What is really happening here is that feminists are being 
smeared as hateful if we refuse to pretend that men become women through self-identification. 
The attempt to frame this disagreement, which is about the redefinition of basic words and 
categories, as a hateful prejudice is an attempt to smother a debate which our opponents don't 
want to have. It's an attempt to force feminists into submission instead of engaging in productive 
dialogue. The definitions of the categories of "women" and "men" are essential to feminism. | 
define feminism as the movement to liberate women from male domination. We can't analyze how 
women are oppressed by men if we can't define "women" or "men." We can't acknowledge a man's 
place in this hierarchy if we're forced to pretend he's a woman because he told us to. The 
movement to redefine these words is attempting to obscure the reality of the oppression of women 
and make it impossible for women to organize as a group for our own liberation. They’re getting 
men included in women’s spaces and sports which were created to protect women from men and 
give women fair opportunities, thus obliterating the protection and fairness for women. | think that is 
actually hateful, but as long as the discussion is about how “mean” or “hateful” feminists are, our 
opponents can pretend that there is no criticism except from hateful bigots who should be ignored. 


There are some threads on Ovarit that do seem to go a little further than just detached 
conversation about feminist principles and can have a tone more of mocking or anger 
towards trans women. Do you worry at all about these? (I’m thinking specifically of a recent 
thread about Trans Remembrance Day: https://ovarit.com/o/GenderCritical/9532/trans- 
remembrance-day) 


| think women are held to an unhealthy standard when it comes to being “kind,” and it’s not one 
men are held to. It’s certainly not a standard that the opponents of feminists are held to. There is 
nothing wrong with anger, it’s an emotion that motivates us to assert our boundaries, and I’m 
convinced that the pressure on women to repress our anger stops us from enforcing our 
boundaries. Women should be angry and women should be able to mock ridiculous propaganda 
that is being used to justify destroying women’s rights. 


